* Lecturer, University of Rome, "Tor Vergata" (Email: fĳiammetta.borgia@uniroma2.it). ** Lecturer, University of Leicester (Email: paolo.vargiu@leicester.ac.uk The Inuit Declaration, regardless -as it will be seen in this paper -of its lack of binding force in the intention of the Inuit people should be considered a step towards the emergence of a new concept of sovereignty. It must be pointed out, by way of preface, that the Inuit people are not seeking independence. What they are seeking is the recognition of their right to participate in the decision-making processes on their lands, as part of their right to selfdetermination. The purpose of the Declaration is to build partnerships with the Arctic states,4 in order to allow the Inuit people to exercise their rights in the areastill remaining part of their home states rather than constituting a new one.
This article, by moving from an evaluation of the rights and status of indigenous people in a globalized world, will examine the legal status of 2009 Inuit Declaration and its impact on Arctic governance. Despite the reference to the concepts of sovereignty and self-determination, the attempt to introduce a new model of sovereignty under international law is controversial. Recent developments on the right to self-determination and its relationship with the concept of sovereignty show that a new approach to this outdated notion, that would allow balancing the issues of self-determination and sovereignty without seeking independence, can and should be taken into account.
The Rights and Status of Indigenous Peoples in a Globalized World
Despite several attempts at defĳining the term, there is no universal defĳinition of "indigenous people" in international law. Within the UN system, the Special Rapporteur of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities proposed a defĳinition in his Study on the Problem of Discrimination against Indigenous Populations.5 However, the observers from indigenous organizations in the Working Group as well as governmental delegations objected to a formal defĳinition of "indigenous people".6 As a consequence, the UN system
